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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and of pursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. 

—Article I, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


NEW THREATS REQUIRE NEW ORIENTATIONS 


That is the title of an article that appeared in 
the September, 1996 Marine Corps Gazette. 
Written by Colonels James A Lasswell & 
Randolph A. Gangle the article is basically a 
hypothesis as to why the U.S. Military should 
be used in civil law enforcement. 

This may mark a turning point in our 
militaiy's attitude as to what role it should play 
in law enforcement within the United States in 
the very near future— and the military doesn’t 
make a move without a nod from the 
Coward-in-Chief in the White House. The 
colonels tell us that, "As military officers, we 
take an oath "to defend the Constitution 
against all enemies, foreign and domestic : " 
(Their emphasis. And watch for increased use 
of the term ’’domestic threat” by Washington). 
Lasswell and Gangle have evidently never read 
the Constitution, much less comprehended its 
meaning. 

The article starts off by stating: "We may 
he preparing for the wrong war. Or in 

preparing for ’war', we may be missing the 
real threat and the real mission for the U.S. 
Military in the 21st century. We can be no 
longer confident in the 20th century national 
belief that the purpose of the U.S. military is 
to defend our national interests overseas ." 
Lasswell and Gangle warn that the two most 
obvious threats are "global crime syndicates " 
and "political terrorist networks" (Note: guess 
who represents the "political terrorist 
networks" ?) 

The Colonels continue: "Now, thanks in 
part to the end of the Cold War, virtually all 
military technologies are available on the 
world arms market Yet we continue to live by 
the myth that terrorism and the drug trade 
remain essentially law enforcement problems . 
The capabilities of the U.S. military to 
actually conduct a war on drugs and 


terrorism hardly have been tapped The 
military has been allowed to stand back 
under the guise of protecting readiness and 
abiding by U.S. civil law and provide only 
token assistance to law enforcement agencies. 
To date, law enforcement agencies have been 
able to deal with the threat within our 
borders. But will they continue to be able to 
in the future?" 

To prove how bad things will be in the 
future, Colonels Lasswell & Gangle cite (are 
you ready for this?) pulp fiction and Hollywood 
movies: i.e., Thunderball, True Lies , Sneakers 
and The Rock. "Hollywood and a wide range 
of novelists have postulated simple 
’ doomsday 9 scenarios in which U.S law 
enforcement agencies have been severely 
taxed and find it necessary to turn to the 
Department of Defense as the one national 
agency with the resources to deal with a 
robust threat.. The possibilities are 
endless— stolen nuclear weapons in Ian 
Fleming's Thunderball, illegally purchased 
nuclear devices from a bankrupt former 
Soviet state in True Lies, computer geniuses 
targeting our banking system and power 
grids in Sneakers, and stolen chemical 
weapons used to threaten San Francisco in 
this year's The Rock. The scenarios are 
simple— yet plausible— and inevitably employ 
the threat of catastrophic damage for 
extortion in a manner far beyond the 
capabilities of law enforcement to respond. " 

These two guys take the meaning of 
"conspiracy theory" to new, undreamed of 
heights. (And Rush Limbaugh calls patriots 
conspiracy whackos?) If we were not dealing 
with such a serious issue this would be a 
hilarious article. Imagine two high ranking U.S. 
militaiy officers (Gangle is a senior operational 
advisor with the Commandant's Warfighting 


Laboratory, Lasswell serves m the Plans 
Division at HQMC) calling for the suspension 
of posse comitatus and implementing a totally 
unconstitutional use of the U.S. military based 
upon Hollywood movies W?? "Each of these 
scenarios has one characteristic in common , " 
Lasswell and Gangle continued, "a potential 
level of violence inside America that has 
never existed before. Yet, most of us don \ t see 
this pattern of escalating threat as a call for 
military force— because of posse comitatus. " 
/Note: Posse Comitatus: "Whoever, except in 
cases and under circumstances expressly 
authorized by Constitution or Act of Congress, 
willfully uses any part of the Army or the Air 
Force as a posse comitatus or otherwise to 
execute the laws shall be fined not more than 
$ 1 0,000 or imprisoned not more than two years, 
or both. ”-18 USC Sec. 1385. Pub. L 86-70 
Sec. 17 (d)l 

Can you imagine what politicians and the 
main stream press would say about the current 
Militia Movement if our motives were based on 
movies coming out of Hollywood? 

Hollywood script writers having done their 
job, Lasswell & Gangle now exercise their 
story telling talents: "In the second, [scenario] 
an international crime syndicate elects to 
overtly protect its drug distribution network 
within a major U.S. city against U.S. law 
enforcement Building from existing gang 
organizations, the syndicate arms the gangs 
with state-of-the-art cellular 

communications, night-vision devices, body 
armor, and automatic weapons. Then, 
employing both military and unconventional 
tactics supervised by battle-hardened 
international mercenaries, the gangs initiate 
a campaign of urban warfare against both 
our law enforcement agencies and the 
judicial system. Faced with such a threat, 
how long could our civil institutions hold 
out?" 


To start with, it’s really embarrassing to 
answer these two guys when they present a 
scenario that even a Hollywood producer of 
B-grade movies would find laughable. Imagine 
several divisions of inner city gang-members in 
full battle gear, recruited, equipped and trained 
by drug dealers, international terrorists and 
mercenaries, taking over New York, Los 
Angeles and Chicago for the sole purpose of 
selling drugs. And if that weren't bad enough, 
now the drug dealers threaten to use anthrax "in 
major metropolitan centers— unless specific 
demands are met " 

(Note: There's a serious flaw in Lasswell & 
Gangle's logic: Drug dealers need drug users , 
i.e., customers, to stay in business. Spreading 
anthrax around large, cities— where most drug 
user’s live-would result in killing off their 
clientele. Not very bright— but neither are our 
two Colonels. These innocents are apparently 
unaware that the CIA and Clinton himself have 
been linked to a massive drug operation run out 
of the Mena, Arkansas airport. (Will the 
USMC take on their fellow government 
employees? ) 

On a more serious note Lasswell & Gangle 
bring their argument home then they state: 
" Similar scenarios could be developed for 
certain religious groups and paramilitary 
organizations. " We all know who the 
" paramilitary groups " represent, as we'll see 
in the next quote, but what n religious group " 
could possibly threaten the security of the 
United States to the extent that the U.S. 
Marines would have to be called out? The 
Baptists? Assemblies of God? Sister's of the 
Holy Cross? The surviving Branch Davidians? 

Lasswell & Gangle continue: "The same 
can be said for radical paramilitary and 
militia groups , such as the Weatherman or 
more recently the Freemen... " How these two 
Colonels can swear an uphold the Constitution 
and then say want to use the military against the 
Second Amendment— which is in the 

Constitution they swore to uphold— shows how 
far things have deteriorated in America. Now 
we understand why questionnaires have been 
passed around military bases containing the 
question: "Would you fire upon American 
citizens if they refused to surrender their arms?" 

The article ends with some proposals for the 
militaiy, such as: " Conduct a thorough and 
objective assessment of both existing and 
desirable U.S. military capabilities to assist 
law enforcement in responding to future 
threats. " During the Revolutionary' War our 
Standing Army and local militias fought 
side-by-side against the British. Today, the 
Standing Army and law enforcement are 
teaming up to fight against the mihtia-which is 


made up of We the People. The very thing the 
Framers of the Constitution thought would 
never and could never happen, is happening. 

Another proposal is: " Expand 

professional military education to include 
greater emphasis on instructing our officers 
on civil disturbance response and specifically 
the tactics and unique issues of urban 
combat ” 

And: " Increase the emphasis on 

nonlethal weapons for use in urban 
environments involving large numbers of 
noncombatants. This issue currently is under 
study at the Commandant's War fighting 
Laboratory. " Not a comforting thought 
knowing that tactical anti-militia warfare is 
already in the works within the Marine Corps 
High Command. 

And: " Increase the unit training 

emphasis on operations in urban terrain 
since cities may increasingly be the next 
battlefield as noncombatants are seen as the 
most effective shield against U.S. 
technology ." Translation: The militia will use 
women and children as human shields. What 
Lasswell and Gangle fail to realize is that these 
women and children are our wives and our 
children! 

The article concludes with: "The likely 
fallout of such an approach will be a military 
that will have a highly desirable expanded 
capability to operate effectively in potential 
future battlefields , as well as an expanded 
capability to support law enforcement against 
domestic threats. It begins with a change of 
mind-set away from yesterday's threat and a 
refocus on the more likely threats of 
tomorrow. " (Emphasis ours) 

Although they don't come right out and say 
it, a " change of mind-set ", or "new 
orientations " , means a change in attitude-and 
interpretation— of the Constitution. As 
"yesterday's threats" are replaced by (the 
, allegedly) "more likely threats of tomorrow ", 
namely; the Militia Movement. Lasswell & 
Gangle cannot cite a single case from American 
history where the militia has posed a threat to 
the American people, so they cite Hollywood 
movies instead. Also, Article 1, Section 8 of the 
Constitution states that "the Congress shall 
have power... To provide for calling forth the 
Militia [not the Marines!] to execute the Laws 
of the Union, suppress Insurrection and repel 
Invasions. " Laswell & Gangle not only want 
to use the Marines to replace the constitutional 
function of the militia but against the militia 
itself. 

It's no coincidence that the military has been 
conducting "urban training" exercises in 


various parts of the country : Pittsburgh, 
Chicago, St. Louis and more recently Sugarland, 
Texas (where a helicopter crashed—) all have 
experienced first hand military' maneuvers m or 
around their cities. 

History has proven time and time again, 
whenever a government turns despotic there is 
always a small group that will not "bow the 
knee" to those in power but try instead to warn 
the people of what's happening. And that "small 
group" obviously does not include Colonels 
Lasswell & Gangle. 

RUBY RIDGE UPDATE 

E. Michael Kahoe, a former FBI 
headquarters manager, was charged with 
obstructing justice— a felony that carries a 10 
year prison term and a $250,000 fine-for 
destroying an internal critique dealing with the 
Ruby Ridge incident and ordering -a subordinate 
to destroy any and all remaining copies. Kahoe 
did not want to make the critique available to 
the prosecutors in the Weaver trial because they 7 
would have to give a copy to the defense-you 
can imagine what defense attorney 7 Gerry 
Spence would have done in the courtroom with 
that document. It should be noted that after 
eight months of investigating the Ruby Ridge 
incident, FBI Director Louis Freeh concluded 
that "there was no evidence that crimes had 
been committed. " 

The internal critique dealt with the "shoot 
on sight" order that was given to FBI snipers 
outside the Weaver cabin. The general attitude 
within the FBI about the shoot on sight order is 
"What shoot on sight order?" 

Kahoe is expected to cooperate with 
investigators which may mean that the heads of 
FBI higher-ups may roll. 

The Washington Times reported that by 
cooperating with the investigation, Kahoe will 
not lose his $67,000 a year pension. By keeping 
his pension though, Kahoe may face time in jail. 
As one FBI spokesman said: "Since the pension 
was not forfeited, the judge may nor be able to 
say that he suffered sufficiently, and there may 
be some jail time in Kahoe's future despite his 
cooperation. " 

Here’s how our system of "justice" works in 
America today: If you have sufficient funds to 
throw on the 'altar of sacrifice' you can keep 
your butt out of jail. If you work at Burger King 
at minimum wage you're headed for the 
cross-bar hotel. This is not unlike the policy that 
existed during the Civil War, when, after 
receiving a draft notice, you could pay 
someone (something like $300) to serve your 
time in the militaiy. 




"Who is secure in all his basic needs? Who has work, spiritual care, medical care, housing, food, occasional entertain- 
ment, free clothing, free burial, free everything? The answer might be nuns and monks, but the standard reply is "prison- 
ers", i.e., citizens of a provider state." 

—Erik von Kuehnelt-Leddihn 

\ J 


JURY REBELLION IN 
CALIFORNIA 

Under California's "Three Strikes and 
You're Out" law, if a defendant has two prior 
felony convictions his third conviction carries 
an automatic 25 years to life in 

prison-regardless of how trivial the third 
offense may be. One well publicized case 
involved a homeless man who stole a slice of 
pizza worth about 50 cents, his third offense; he 
received a 25 year prison sentence. 

But things may be turning around in 
California courtrooms. Increasingly, when 
jurors learn that the defendant has 2 ^ prior 
convictions, they are more likely to vote for 
acquittal. The following story comes to us from 
Tom O'Connell: 

"When Henry Jackson Jr. heard the court 
clerk announce in May that he had been found 
guilty of possessing rock cocaine, he stood up 
in a rage, lifted and dropped the defendant's 
table. 'I want you all to know you put me away 
for 25 years to life!' 

"The Los Angles judge ordered Jackson to 
be quiet, but he continued his tirade, accusing 
police of setting him up. 'That ain't right!' he 
yelled as bailiffs dragged him out of the 
courtroom. 

"When the jurors were polled to confirm 
their verdict, two changed their minds, including 
the foreman. Over the protests of prosecutors, 
the trial ended in a hung jury." 

O'Connell reported that some jurors "..have 
been outraged to learn their guilty verdict for 
criminals caught with a few dollars worth of 
drugs or a stolen six-pack of beer has meant 
penalties of 25 years to life behind bars. And in 
some cases, when jurors have learned of the 
potential consequences of their verdicts, they 
have taken the law into their own hands." 

Juries have always had the law in their own 
hands. Unfortunately, few American's 
understand the legal, historical and 
constitutional purpose of a jury. As a juror, you 
can (and always could) judge the justice of the 
law as well as the facts of the case. (Jurors have 
more veto power that the President, Congress 
and the Supreme Court combined.) 

Commenting on this new wave of jury 
nullification hitting the Golden State, California 
District Attorneys Association's executive 
director Lawrence Brown commented. "It really 
undermines how our criminal justice system is 
set up". What Mr. Brown really finds upsetting 
is that judges and district attorneys no longer 
have complete and unchallenged control of our 
courtrooms. 

When a judge instructs the jury with the 
words: "You must accept the facts of the case 
as I give them", or, "You must decide the case 
according to the law”, or, "You must obey the 
law as I give it to you", this is the biggest 
judicial con-job ever perpetrated on the 


American people! The judge has no such 
authority to instruct a jury in this manner. To do 
so is in fact is a felony: Jury Tampering! If you 
should ever find yourself sitting in a courtroom 
as a juror (or a defendant) challenge the judge to 
show you in writing where he received such 
authority. It will be fun to watch his face turn 
red when he realizes he's been caught! He will 
not be able to produce any such written 
legislation, statute, code, or law because 
absolutely none exists\ Judges do not have, and 
never had, any such authority to instruct jurors 
in this manner. They have arbitrarily given it to 
themselves over the years. Positions of power 
are natural breeding grounds for despotism. 

When jurors realize they can veto any law by 
voting for acquittal it will accomplish two very 
important things: First, it will send a message to 
legislators in Washington, or state capitols, that 
We the People have rejected their legislation. 
This will cause legislators to reconsider new 
arcane legislation in the future. Secondly, failure 
to convict on certain 'laws' will discourage 
prosecutor's to indict future 'violators'. 

Absolute freedom . as Lysander Spooner so 
accurately described it, is the ability of the 
people to choose what laws they will live under 


and what laws they will not. There is no higher 
form of freedom for a nation than this. 

"... any people , that judge of and 
determine authoritatively for the government 
what are their own liberties against the 
government , of course retain all the liberties 
they wish to enjoy. And this is freedom. At 
least it is freedom to them , although it may be 
theoretically imperfect , it, nevertheless , 
corresponds their highest notions of 
freedom. " — L. Spooner. 

In dictatorships, despots pick and choose 
what 'freedoms' the people will have and what 
laws will rule them. There is no opportunity for 
a jury to veto dictatorial legislation when the 
government instructs the jury how to decide the 
verdict. In such cases the government is 
absolute. 

"Any government, that is its own judge 
of and determine authoritatively for the 
people, what are its own powers over the 
people , is an absolute government of course 
It has all the powers that it chooses to 
exercise There is no other— or at least no 
accurate— definition of despotism than this. " 
— L. Spooner. 


POLITICAL AND RELIGIOUS TAKING OF CHILDREN 

In the court of common pleas in the County of Northumberland, Pennsylvania, two children 
were taken from their parents because the parents passed out what is termed anti-government 
booklets and the Constitution and read the Bible without training. Leslie Brydon , an Attorney for 
the government, stated in the court that the parents believe the Constitution is still relevant and 
that the parents read the Bible to the children and that those kinds of things are a danger to the 
children. Richard Medellin and his Attorney Herschel Lock entered petitions stating that the 
parents were mentally ill and read the Bible without having religious training. The children were 
taken from the parents without notification and the parents were not summoned to the custody 
proceedings. The custody proceedings for the little girl were filed at 12:40 p.m. and the order was 
signed at 1:58 p.m. It is unknown when the proceeding in which the little boy was taken took place 
because that proceeding is being kept secret and the only documentation available is a court order. 
Judge Ranck who was involved in the taking when asked "How do you take children away from 
parents without the parents being notified ?" Judge Ranck responded "You'll have to ask 
Attorney Jeffery Mensch. " Attorney Mensch said the charges' were made up due to the mother not 
listening and that it is just standard procedure to make up changes . 

The court transcripts have Judge Ranck stating that he was reversing his previous Order but, 
he did not say that in court nor did he reverse his order. It is just a lie so that Judge Ranck can 
cover himself. 

The parents, Stephen Ames and Dawn, Stroll filed a Civil Rights action in Federal Court 
against numerous state employees and Attorneys. But federal judge James F. McClure wrote in his 
Memorandum that political and religious taking of children is within the authority of the State and 
its personnel and dismissed the case. Stephen Ames also showed documents to Tom Bowmen who 
is an aide of Senator Arlen Spector. Mr. Bowmen responded by saying to Stephen Ames: "What 
the money powers want, the money powers get and they don't want people reading the Bible or 
the Constitution and if you or your wife try to get custody of your children or even visit them 
you will spend the rest of your life in jail. " 

Children and Youth Services have taken steps to make sure that the parents are not allowed to 
visit the children. You can help this family by spreading the word. Court transcripts and other 
documents are available. 

Stephen Ames, Jr. & Family 
c/oP.O. Box 5373 
Harrisburg, PA 17110 
Phone: 717-657-7026 
Fax:717-671-1124 


When our government and judicial system 
attempts to control our juries by dictating how 
verdicts should be decided we end up with 
freedom in name only. What person in their 
right mind would want to stand trial where the 
government or judicial system can instruct the 
jury on how to vote? And that's exactly what 
they're doing! As Hamilton said in the 
Federalist (#65) "Who would be willing to 
stake his life and his estate upon the verdict 
of a jury acting under the auspices of judges 
who had predetermined his guilt?" Today, too 
many Americans— that's all of us— have not 
been diligent in safe-guarding their own 
Unalienable Rights! 

EXPLOSIVE COMPONENTS 

Dear NJM, 

In your September 96 Newsletter you 
printed an article about N.Y. Senator Vincent 
Liebell's Bill S.4256 which would regulate the 
use and possession of explosives and their 
components . Bills such as this (purposefully 
vague and all encompassing), left to the 
interpretation of the out of control law 
enforcement agencies and totalitarian courts that 
rule in their favor, are a great threat to all 
Americans. Here is a partial list of explosive 
components which are extremely dangerous by 
themselves or in combination: milk, sugar, 
flour, hamburger meat, bacon, sausage, 
bananas, bottled water, bread, butter, yogurt, 
com flakes, potato chips, apples, ice cream. 

Will we be subject to a BATF raid for 
possession of these items? What about the 
supplier and grower? Will we heed a license to 
purchase? Must we register? Will we be 
rationed to a pound of hamburger and a gallon 
of milk a week or else be subject to the charges 
of stockpiling explosive components! 

If we are eating out will someone be 
watching to see if we ask to take home 
leftovers? Will the waiter take down the license 
number on your car? Or watch to see if we slip a 
sausage into our sneaker to later be charged 
with stuffing explosive components! Will 
Senator Liebell be prosecuted if he has any of 
these explosive components in his possession or 
his property? (possible forfeiture?) Rumor has 
it the Senator has actually ingested some of 
these items-maybe to avoid detection. 

B.H. 

Ocean County, NJ 

Editor’s note: There are a few items Mr. H. 
left out of his letter. In the South, during the 
Civil War, urine was collected and processed for 
nitrate used in making black powder. During 
WWII grease was collected here in the U S. and 
used for making explosives. The Germans used 
a distilling process with potatoes to make fuel 
for their buzz bombs-something like Vodka but 
with more "punch". One "component" for 
producing an explosion-one that would dwarf 


the Oklahoma City bombing in size-is grain 
dust. One such grain dust explosion leveled a 
town in Texas back in the 1950's. The 
explosion was so horrendous it was compared 
to a nuclear bomb. No doubt Washington will 
come up with "Dust Registration" legislation in 
the near future. It will require grain farmers to 
add tagents to their wheat for easier tractability 
if used by terrorists. 

The U.S. Bureau of Mines has listed over 
40 types of dust as "severe explosive hazards". 

H.R. 2535 

To Provide for Withdrawal of the United 
States from the United Nations 

Congressman Scarborough has introduced a 
Bill calling for the U.S. to get out of the United 
Nations. The short title of H R. 2535 is: 
’United Nations Withdrawal Act of 1995’. 

If passed by Congress this bill would: 

(1) Repeal the United Nations Participation 
Act of 1945 (Public Law 79-264). 

(2) Close the United States Mission to the 
United Nations. 

(3) The Secretary of State shall notify 
(within one year of the passage of the bill) the 
United Nations of the withdrawal of the United 
States from the United Nations. 

(4) Repeal the United Nations Headquarters 
Agreement Act (Public Law 80-357). 

(5) Terminate all U.S. funding of the United 
Nations 4 years after the passage of H R. 2535. 

(6) Repeal the United Nations Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Organization Act 
(Public Law 79-565). 

H R. 2535 ends with the statement: "It is 
the sense of the Congress that the United States 
should request the withdrawal of the United 
Nations headquarters (and its affiliate missions) 
from the United States." 

SENATE RESOLUTION 133 

RESOLUTION 

Expressing the sense of the Senate that the 
primary safeguard for the well-being and 
protection of children is the family, and that, 
because the United Nations Convention of the 
Rights of the Child could undermine the rights 
of the family, the President should not sign and 
transmit it to the Senate. 

Whereas the Senate affirms the 
commitment of the United States to work with 
other nations to enhance the protection of 

Third Continental Congress 

The NJM is inviting the public to a 
meeting December 14 to elect five delegates 
to the next session of the Congress to be held 
in January, 1997, in the central U.S. 

NJM needs your ideas about the direc- 
tion the Congress should take! 

Call Earl at 609/989-7292 for location. 


children, the advancement of education, the 
eradication of disease, and the protection of 
human rights; 

Whereas the Constitution and laws of the 
United States are the best guarantees against 
mistreatment of children in our country; 

Whereas the laws and traditions of the 
United States affirm the right of parents to raise 
their children and to transmit to them their 
values and religious beliefs; 

Whereas the United Nations Convention on 
the Rights of the Child, if ratified, would 
become the supreme law of the land, taking 
precedence over State and Federal laws 
regarding family life; 

Whereas that Convention establishes a 
'universal standard’ which must be met by all 
parties to Convention, thereby inhibiting the 
rights of the Senate and the Federal Government 
to enact child protection and support laws 
inconsistent with that standard; and 

Whereas the Convention’s intrusion into 
national sovereignty was manifested by the 
Convention’s 1995 committee report faulting 
the United Kingdom for permitting parents to 
make decisions for their children without 
consulting those children: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that- 

(1) the United Nations Convention on the 
Rights of the Child is incompatible with the 
God-given right and responsibility of parents to 
raise their children; 

(2) the Convention has the potential to 
severely restrict States and the Federal 
Government in their efforts to protect and to 
enhance family life; 

(3) the United States Constitution is the 
ultimate guarantor of rights and privileges to 
every American, including children; and 

(4) the President should not sign and 
transmit to the Senate that fundamentally 
flawed Convention. 

EXECUTIVE ORDER 12949 

FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE PHYSICAL 
SEARCHES 

By the authority vested in me as President 
by the Constitution [Where in the Constitution? 
— Ed \ and the laws of the United States, 
including sections 302 and 303 of the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 
U.S.C. 1801, et. seq ), as amended by Public 
Law 103-359, and in order to provide for the 
authorization of physical searches for foreign 
intelligence purposes as set forth in the Act, it is 
hereby ordered as follows: 

Section 1, Pursuant to section 302 (b) (1) of 
the Act, the Attorney General [Janet "Darth 
Vader in drag" Reno] is authorized to approve 
physical searches without a court order, to 
acquire foreign intelligence information for 
periods of up to one year, if the Attorney 


General makes the certifications required by 
that section. 

Section 2: Pursuant to section 302 (b) of the 
Act, the Attorney General is authorized to 
approve applications to the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Court under section 303 of the Act 
to obtain orders for physical searches for the 
purpose of collecting foreign intelligence 
information. 

Section 3: Pursuant to section 303 (a) (7) of 
the Act, the following officials, each of whom is 
employed in the area of national security or 
defense is designated to make the certifications 
requires by section 303(a) (7) of the Act in 
support of applications to conduct physical 
searches: (a) Secretary of State, (b) Secretary of 
Defense, (c) Director of Central Intelligence, (d) 
Director of the FBI, (e) Deputy Secretary of 
State, (f) Deputy Secretary of Defense, and (g) 
Deputy' Director of Central Intelligence. 

None of the above officials, nor anyone 
officially acting in the capacity, may exercise 
the authority to make the above certification, 
unless that official has been appointed by the 
President, by and with the advise and consent of 
the Senate. 

DRUGS, GUNS AND MAYHEM 

(Note: The following are excerpts from The Rise 
Of Senseless Violence In Society : Psychiatry's Role 
In The Creation Of Crime, by Citizens* Commission 
on Human Rights) 

*On January 17, 1989, Patrick Purdy 
opened fire on a school yard full of young 
children in Stockton, California. Prudy killed 
five schoolchildren and wounded 30 others. 
Prudy then killed himself. 

♦In October 1988, John D'Angelo of 
Tempe, Arizona, shot and killed his daughter 
and her best friend and then killed himself. 
According to his brother, the murders were 
completely senseless as D'Angelo's love for his 
daughter was very strong. 

*On September 26, 1988, 19-vear-old 
James Wilson took a .22-caliber revolver into 
an elementary school in Greenwood, South 
Carolina, and started shooting schoolchildren, 
killing two 8 -year-old children and wounding 
seven others and two teachers. 

*On May 20, 1988, Laurie Dann walked 
into a Winnetka, Illinois, second-grade 
classroom carrying three pistols and began 
shooting innocent children, killing one and 
wounding five others before killing herself. 

*On March 30, 1981, John Hinkley Jr. 
gunned down President Ronald Reagan, a Secret 
Service agent, a Washington, D.C., police 
officer and President Reagan's press secretary, 
James Brady. 

*On September 14, 1989, Joseph 

Westbecker went into the Standard Gravure 
Building in Louisville, Kentucky, and opened 
fire on his former co-workers, killing eight and 
wounding 12 others before killing himself. 


What do all these people have in common? 
Gun-grabbers will tell you it's easy accessibility 
to firearms. What they won't tell you is that the 
killers were all (a) under psychiatric care. And 
(b) they were all under the influence of drugs 
prescribed by their psychiatrists. Not crack 
cocaine, not heroin or any other of the drugs 
that can be bought on the streets. 

♦Patrick Purdy, since the age of 16, had 
been under psychiatric care and had been given 
3 strong psychiatric drugs, Thorazine, Elavil 
and Mellaril— all known to cause violent 
behavior— for two years prior to the killings. 

♦D'Angelo, prior to the murders, had been 
seeing a psychiatrist and was taking the 
psychiatric drugs Xanax and Halcion. 

♦James Wilson had been under psychiatric 
care since age 14 and given several psychiatric 
drugs known to cause violent behavior. 

♦Blood tests revealed that Laurie Dann was 
taking the psychiatric drug Anaffanif a tricylic 
antidepressant, before killing herself 

♦John Hinkley Jr., two hours before 
shooting President Reagan, took four Valium 
tablets. 

♦Westbecker had high levels of Prozac in 
his blood before killing himself and others. 

The number of crimes committed by 
individuals under the influence of "legal" drugs 
is legion, but it doesn't receive much attention 
from the press or politicians. 

Perhaps the problem rests with those in the 
psychiatric field, namely the psychiatrists 
themselves— many of whom couldn't make the 
grade as physicians. As Thomas Maeder, author 
of Wounded Healers' once remarked: "When 1 
first visited a national psychiatric convention, 
in 1943, 1 was dismayed to find the greatest 
collection of oddballs and psychotics that I 
had ever seen outside a hospital " 

In other words: The inmates are running the 
asylum— and prescribing the drugs. 

Report on the Third 
Continental Congress 

by Dan Maiullo 

The Third Continental Congress was held in 
Kansas City, Mo., October 29-31. The event 
was organized and promoted by Ray Southwell 
of the Michigan Militia since June of this year. 

Ray had expected 33 states and 50 to 75 
delegates to show up, but many were afraid that 
they would be arrested or even killed by the 
government. Ultimately, only 11 states were 
represented by 20 delegates. Also attending 
were a few gentlemen for security, and several 
members of the press, including a reporter from 
the New York Times. 

Ray opened the proceedings, explaining that 
"what we have forgotten is the ability to flex our 
muscle as a people." He urged a peaceful 
assertion of our power as a way of keeping the 
government in check, beginning with the Third 
Continental Congress. He emphasized that we 
cannot be regionalized. We cannot hunker 


down with our buddies and expect to ride it out. 
We need to come together. In particular he was 
looking for ideas on how to create a provisional 
government. 

From Arkansas we heard from Erich 
Morrow, who is with a Christian Jural Society 
in Johnson County. 

From Michigan came Clifford Brookings II 
of the Detroit Constitutional Militia. As an 
African American he offered a distinctly 
different point of view. Yet he came to the 
same conclusion as the white Christian majority 
there, that the government is the enemy of 
freedom and justice. He claimed that "We have 
been a militia since we got off the boat. 
Welcome to the club." He urged us all to stick 
together as Americans, and not to play the race 
card. 

Also from Michigan was Bob Davis, who 
called for a restoration of the Republic. 

Scott Woodring, also from Michigan passed 
out a sheet listing his goals for the Congress. 
Among these were getting out of the U.N. and 
replacing Federal Reserve Notes with gold and 
silver coin. 

From Minnesota, Mike Treis spoke mainly 
of government abuses, beginning with Kent 
State and finishing with the Oklahoma City 
bombing. There is much evidence that the 
bombing was engineered by the government. 

Others spoke from Missouri, New Mexico, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Texas, Indiana, Kansas, 
and, of course, New Jersey. Much of the 
information has been heard before. But what 
was most impressive was every delegate's 
commitment, sincerity and passion. 

The first order of business was to elect 
officers for the Congress. Don Mickey of Ohio 
was chosen as parliamentarian. Steve Knox of 
Indiana was secretary. The chairperson was 
Gary Spaulding of Indiana. Ray Southwell then 
stepped down; he was quickly chosen to be 
treasurer. 

Debate then ensued on whether or not to 
allow the media into all the proceedings. I 
argued for completely open meetings, but a 
motion for closed meetings passed 12-8. 

On the morning of the second day a press 
conference was scheduled at 11:50. 
Unfortunately, angered by the decision to 
exclude them, only one or two reporters showed 
up. 

There was a vote to allow Sara Lowe from 
the Republic of Texas to address the group. She 
is the wife of the President of Texas, and 
insisted that she could not speak in her official 
capacity unless we determined ourselves to be a 
'government' or 'body politic'. It was decided by 
the group to ask her to speak in her unofficial 
capacity. I cannot say that this distinction had 
any effect on the content of her speech. (The 
Republic of Texas can be reached at 
210-349-8994.) 

A motion was passed that the first goal of 
the Congress would be to document the efforts 
of 'we the people' to stop corruption, prevent 


anarchy and civil war. A Documentation 
Committee was formed. 

Another motion was passed to form a 
Provisional Government. A Provisional 
Government Committee was formed, of which 1 
was a part, in order to draft the plans and 
mechanisms for its creation. Also on that 
committee were Steve Knox and Roman Haslag 
of Missouri. 

The proposal for the Provisional 
Government was presented by this author. The 
proposal was simply to go back to the states to 
gamer additional participation among the 
population, elect more delegates, then to meet 
back at some future date to hammer out the 
details, and then present the plan back to the 
states to be ratified. The Provisional 
Government would not go into effect unless 
ratified by the states and put into effect by the 
Continental Congress. Vigorous debate ensued. 

After dinner at their request the 
representatives from the Republic of Texas 
addressed the Congress. Apparently, there was 
some individual who had been granted asylum 
by the Republic of Texas, and who was 
claiming to be the ambassador for the Third 
Continental Congress. However, not everyone 
knew who he was, or even his real name. I did 
hear talk that he was promising to deposit huge 
sums of money in a bank account on behalf of 
the Congress. There was intense lobbying by 
the Republic of Texas for us to form a 
Provisional Government immediately. Their 
motive remains a mystery to me, as does that of 
the 'ambassador 1 . Ultimately, nothing came of 
this man as far as the Third Continental 
Congress was concerned. 

A motion to create a Temporary Provisional 
Government by electing officers at this session 
was passed. I opposed the motion. Clifford 
Brookings resigned in response to its passage. 

The third day opened with a procedural 
objection to the vote for the Temporary 


Provisional Government. It was decided that 
the vote was illegal because it had been by 
delegate rather than by state. There was then a 
motion to recognize the Congress and its 
officers as a Temporary Provisional 
Government in the event the de facto 
government fails. The motion passed. However 
its practical effect escapes me. 

A motion was then made to reconvene on 
January 10, 1997, at a location in the central 
United States. That passed easily. The 
question was left open as to whether the 
Congress would continue, or if it would 
extinguish itself to be succeeded by a Fourth 
Continental Congress. 

The task at hand now is to increase 
participation on the part of the general public in 
the creation of the Provisional Government 
through elections administered by the militias in 
the several states. If for no other reason the 

meeting was a success for showing the press 
that the militia is not a bunch of ranting lunatics 
in combat fatigues, but rather a group of 
thoughtful and well-informed individuals who 
are concerned about the abuses and dangers of 
the government, in particular the federal 
government. 

Ed.: Dan Maiullo, a New Jersey 

militiaman, was the sole delegate from an 
Eastern state to attend the Third Continental 
Congress. 

Georgia Militiamen Convicted 

Today [Nov. 6, 1996] at approximately 
2:30 the jury returned a verdict of guilty, for all 
three of the accused on Count 2 (conspiracy to 
use a destructive device in an act of violence) 
and Count 4 (possession of destructive devices). 

All were acquitted on Count 1 (the 
"threat”), and Count 3 (conspiracy to use a 
weapon of mass destruction). Mr. Starr was 


acquitted on Count 5, the assault weapons ban, 
with which only he was charged. 

But the acquittals mean nothing in terms of 
prison time, and they could all get up to 30 
years. Funny how the judge in the Kriho case 
just got disqualified, by the prosecutor, in 
another case, for wanting to send a guy to a 
half-way house for vehicular homicide. He, I 
suppose, was not a patriot. 

Words cannot express my shock and 
outrage, and those of others who know those 
men. 

The only explanation I can offer for this 
tragic miscarriage of justice is that the jury just 
could not believe that our government would 
manufacture a case as they have done. 

No matter that they heard Danny Barker 
admit that Bob Starr had done none of this, and 
had nothing but what was planted, they believed 
our United States Government does not charge 
the innocent. 

There are many issues for appeal, including 
my own stupid mission to the McCranie 
property' last May. There is a lot of guilt that I 
will have to live with, for this and more. 

We thank you for your prayers and concern. 
Please continue to pray for them all. 

And please, let's start doing a better job of 
educating the public. They have no idea what is 
going on in this country. 

P.S. Please do not call right now, unless 
you know me personally. We are all very upset. 
This is all the information there is. 

Nancy Lord, MD 

Attorney at Law 

P.O. Box 7223 

Macon, GA 31209 

(912) 788-6272 

(912) 785-1809 fax 

defense@macon.mindspring.com 


"IN THE BEGINNING OF CHANGE, THE PATRIOT IS A SCARCE MAN; BRAVE, HATED AND SCORNED. WHEN HIS 
CAUSE SUCCEEDS, HOWEVER, THE TIMID JOIN HIM, FOR THEN IT COSTS NOTHING TO BE A PATRIOT. " 

' -MARK TWAIN 

The New Jersey Militia needs your support!! We plan to follow Thomas Jefferson's ideal to "educate and inform the whole mass of the people..." 

We want to hear from you! Send your comments, suggestions, personal stories and donations to address below; 


N J M, P.O. Box 10176. Trenton. NJ 08650 

Mercer Co, Earl (609) 989-7292 

Mercer Co., Bob (609) 695-2733 

Hudson Co., Mark. (201) 442-0797 

Midddlesex Co., Dave (908) 754-7540 

Middlesex Co., Art (908) 607-0833 

Essex Co., Mike (201) 743-7351 

Monmouth Co., Gwendolyn (908) 493-4909 

Salem Co., Dan. (609) 339-9728 

Ocean Co., Vince (908) 657-8374 

Passiac Co., Ken (201) 779-4761 

Warren Co. Lloydlee (908) 852-4870 


(Newsletter subscription - Donation $10.00) 
CASH/ BLANK MONEY ORDER ONLY 

NAME 


ADDRESS, 

CITY 


PHONE ( )_ 


